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The Better Aid Scorecards rank the 20 largest bilateral OECD DAC donors, plus the European Institutions. Donor performance is assessed 
using a ‘distance to target’ approach, which looks at the distance travelled by a donor towards the different objectives, which are based on 
international commitments or policy targets set by ONE. Distances are expressed as the percentage of the target already achieved (ranging 
from 0% to 100%). 

For each of the three pillars (aid quantity, targeting and quality), scores are an average of their respective indicators (equally weighted). These 
scores are used to rank donors for each pillar. The overall ranking is produced by assigning half of the weight to how much donors spend (50% 
for aid volume) and the other half to how well they spend their ODA (25% for aid targeting and 25% for aid quality). For a full description of the 
methodology, and to compare donors, visit: one.org/scorecards.

The ONE Campaign’s Better Aid Scorecards assess 21 donors on how much and how well they spend 
development assistance in the fight against extreme poverty.
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1
Ahead of elections in 2021, all parties should publish time-bound commitments on returning Dutch ODA to 0.7% ODA/GNI 
and pledge to prioritise development cooperation in coalition negotiations.

2 The Netherlands should take steps to improve the targeting of Dutch aid, in particular by increasing the proportion allocated 
to the Least Developed Countries and to social sectors.

3
In negotiations on the priorities for the EU’s future aid budget in the Neighbourhood Development and International Cooperation 
Instrument, the Netherlands should - support the inclusion of legally binding targets on gender, human development and the Least 
Developed Countries in order to guarantee the quality of EU aid. Given that the deal reached by EU leaders on the EU’s 7-year budget 
set out deep cuts to EU development spending, maximising the quality and impact of the aid budget is more important than ever. 

55.7%  

of target 
achieved

Alignment with 
partner country 
objectives

100%56%

71.2%  

of target 
achieved

Transparency

100%71%

Percentage 
of ‘core’ aid

100%89%

89.3%  

of target 
achieved

75.4%  

of target 
achieved

Share of aid that 
contributes  
to gender equality

85%64%

51.7%  

of target 
achieved

Share of aid 
to human capital  
(social sectors)

50%26%

Share of aid 
to the least  
developed countries*

50%24%

48.2%  

of target 
achieved

Total official 
development  
assistance (ODA) 
as a percentage 
of national income

0.7%0.59%

83.8%  

of target 
achieved

7th

71.1%
9 th

58.4%
6th

83.8%

NEEDS IMPROVEMENTVERY GOOD

5th
  
N E T H E R L A N D S

  GRADE  GRADE  GRADE

2020



BETTER AID SCORECARDS

2020

W H E R E  I S  T H E  N E T H E R L A N D S  I N V E S T I N G  I T S  A I D ?

Least Developed Countries*Share of Aid Received

24% I S  I N V E S T E D  I N  T H E  L E A S T  
D E V E L O P E D  C O U N T R I E S *

TOP 3 AID RECIPIENTS

Ethiopia
Bangladesh
Lebanon

# 1 
# 2
# 30% 3%

*A UN list of 47 countries with a low level of socio-economic development, characterised by weak human and institutional capacities, low and unequally distributed
  income and scarcity of financial resources. 
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